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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: SPE Don Wong and Examiner Linh Black disagreed that the 
specified prior art teaches away from the Applicants' invention. Examiner had clarified to Mr. Karry Wang during the 
interview that Pekowski teaches a database operable to store show information identifying at least one show in which a 
plurality of exhibitors will exhibit their wares (abstract); information relating to shows* information is posted on a web 
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